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aug American security agencies.

" Philby gave the Soviets a

. py fied to Russia in 1963
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SHE PHILBY CONSPIRACY, Dy Bruce
vage, David Leitech and Phillip Kneightley.
Poubicday. $3.95.

MV SILENT WAR. By Kia Philby. Grove

Press, §5.65.

e FIRST is Book of the Month Club se-
tection for July. The choice is deserved. “Can-
spiracy” is documentary literature which
surely will bring much serious discussion on
subiects penelrating to the heart of demo-
eracy—auestions of eitizen motivation, free-
dom and the relationship of spies o their
government.

Haroid A. R. (Kim) Philby was a Cam-
bridge-cducated Russion spy. 1l¢ gave his
allegiznee to communism in the carly 1930s
e rose Lo a pinnacle of success in the ecarly
¢z0s. He not only was permitted to spy
painst his own country; he was also put in
charge of British counterintelligence against
{he Sovietl Union.

As such, Philby made a mockery of Britich
Aleng with
two lesser Soviet smies, Burgess and Maclean,
fabulous amount
of Free World information, some of it most
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. sensitive in nature.

The revelaiions suggest that had the iaie
Sen. Joseph MeCarthy tecn alive when ¥r’
MecCarthy wowa
have been able to claimi substantiation for &t
least some of his charges of Communict in-
“fiitration in the U.S. government.
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The Philby Conspiracy” isn’t 2 large
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bock (5°¢ pones) but it represents a mas-
cive miount of research. The three authors
wark for The Sunday Times in Loncdon &nd
were port of a 13-member research team as-
signed by tie paper to explore the “Philby
business.”’ B
They've done a good job—so good thuit they R
far exceed the literarv quality of TailkEy s
own story, “My Silent war,”” Philby’s person-
al story was wrilten after Philby defected 19
Aloscow, It is narrow in scape and—worse—
i« “loaded.” Philby, as & Russian spymas-
ter, tells nothing that would be of value to
non-Communists, Kverything gews inthe way
of & good story, so te speak.
The “Conspiracy” ook begins with a dis-
cussion of Philby's carly years at Cambridge
and’ keeps asking the maddening question of
why official Britain allowed Philby to ad-
vonee so rapidly along the road to infiltra-
tion of his own governnent, The authors an-
swor the question only partially. One reason
ic {hat Britain was in a political vacuum for
most of the years bcoiween the world wars.
Arother reason was that Philby was anle to
rely on the “old school tie” for heip even
when evidence agalnst him was overwheln-
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SUMMATINNG, laid down In cvisp
we v a siarp condemuation of Brit-
Gremee pefore, duving, and  aller
The witecs ark wiy Philby
ahy cereensd hefore his malor
5 (his QIGCOMIAGIHAM W3S viide-

N
sLONT

and why the government was €ap-
e such grand stupiditics as sending &
‘cgman (who drani: and was short of breath)
spy ¢a the hull of a ‘vigiting Russiap war-
> at a uime when Dritain and Russia were
moeving closer together. -
Gre of this book’s shrewdest observation
i ihat Britain hadn’t known political or
ideclozical  infiliration  sinee the religious
sirnggles of Elizabethan times; it was thus
ircornprehensible in 1840 to Lelieve thai an
Englishiman of good upbringing could scheme
“rst his own nation. The authors don't
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“emirk from the final lesson: which is fhal
demacracy cannot be Qofended by poofi e

are politically illiterate 7od :
“reagons for the growth ol comuie
other “isms.”

The Philby file is growing. These veium
supplement “The Third Man” by I H.
Cockridge (Puinam, $5.95) which appeared
last montn, “The Third Man” doesn’t have
the scope of *‘Conspiracy’” but varies litile
in general approach; it does, however, give
a bit. more discussion of Philby’s childhood.
It isn’t nearly as detailed as “The Philby
Conspiracy” and probably places Philby, Bur-
gess and Maclean in closer contact with each
otizer than {acts warrant.
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